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narrowly political or ideological. Thus, Semanov's belabored comparisons in matters
of content and style between Lu Hsiin's stories and late Ch'ing fiction seem to be
forced, despite his many provocative ideas.
It is only when Semanov or the reader dismisses the late Ch'ing predecessors and
treats Lu Hsiin's innovation in fictional technique largely in Semanov's own terms
that we discover Semanov's "originality" as scholar and critic. In discussing such
aspects as characterization, "landscape and the hero's environment," plot structure,
the author's point of view, and language in Lu Hsiin's fiction, Semanov definitely
surpasses his Soviet predecessors in his intellectual sophistication and analytical
finesse. One could, of course, take issue with several of Semanov's views on specific
stories by Lu Hsiin (I, for one, would not consider the title of the story, "Medicine,"
as in any way containing an "optimistic strain," p. 94), but these minor disagreements certainly do not detract from the general brilliance of Semanov's analysis and
his considerable scholarly contribution to Lu Hsiin studies.
Semanov's book is profusely footnoted and contains a bibliography. Due to the
obvious time lag, some recent sources and studies are not included. An updated
bibliography by the author or the translator would have been welcome. The introduction by Alber and his own footnotes, in which he frequently disagrees with Semanov
or corrects small errors, are themselves impressive examples of conscientious scholarship. I find myself in agreement with most of Alber's views; I endorse, in particular,
Alber's pointed rebuttal of Semanov's residual bias in always discovering something
"positive" or "optimistic" in Lu Hsiin's works. Perhaps it will _take a long time for
scholars in China and the Soviet Union to modify this eulogistic legacy. Still,
Semanov's work has made an important advance toward an in-depth understanding of
the most complex writer-intellectual in modern China.
LEo Ou-FAN LEE

Indiana University

Bureaucratie et famine en Chinese au 18e siecle. By PIERRE-ETIENNE
WILL. Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales, Centre de Recherches
Historiques, Civilisations et Societes, Ser. no. 66. Paris and The Hague:
Mouton, 1980. 312 pp. Maps, Tables, Appendix, Bibliography, Index of
Names, General Index. N. p.
The world of Chinese historical studies has many reasons to welcome the publication of Pierre-Etienne Will's Bureaucratie et famine en Chine au I Be siecle. This finely
wrought work of scholarship makes a substantial contribution to our understanding
of the interaction of state and society during the eighteenth century, still a relatively
understudied period of Chinese history. It is the first posttraditional analysis in any
language of the role of the traditional state in the prevention and relief of famine, and
it raises important questions about the impact of this effort on Chinese social history.
Will's book devotes itself primarily to an investigation of the methods used by
the Qing bureaucracy to counteract famine, an evaluation of their strengths and
limitations, and, to a lesser extent, a consideration of their consequences for Chinese
demographic and historical development. The primary vehicle by which he undertakes this task is the 17 43-17 44 subsistence crisis in Zhili province; his principal
source is the Zhenji (Record of relief) by Fang Guancheng (1698-1768), who during
his long career in Zhili, first as a circuit intendant and later as governor-general,
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became a well-respected specialist on famine relief and compiled works on both water
conservancy and granaries. According to Will, the Zhenji is outstanding among the
famine relief handbooks for being not merely a theoretical treatise, but also the record
of an actual event, well-grounded in a particular locality and full of empirical detail.
The core of Will's book treats the methods employed by the court to deal with a
serious drought that took place in Zhili in 17 43. The massive campaign of the fall
and winter of 1743-1744 involved the survey of localities and households, the
classification of famine victims, monthly distribution of famine relief, dispensation of
tax remissions, operation of settlement camps and rice-gruel kitchens, and attempts
to control population movements. In evaluating these efforts, Will considers the
amount and sources of grain available to the court for use in the crisis and the
longer-term measures for agricultural reconstruction and famine prevention. In all,
the picture drawn by Fang Guancheng, as interpreted by Will, is an impressive
testimony to the power of the Qing state to mobilize and deploy resources effectively,
and to impose regulations on society even at the household level. In fact, as Will
points out, it is inaccurate to describe 1743-1744 as a famine, for the crisis was so
effectively handled that widespread famine was averted. Although the magnitude of
the natural crisis could have turned this into a great human catastrophe, in fact,
thanks to government efficiency its effects were contained.
One must ask, as Will does again and again, was the 1743-1744 case typical?
Had he limited his work to this crisis and to the Zhenji, he could not have answered
this question, but one of the strengths of Will's book is that it surveys all the famine
relief manuals available from the late Ming through the Qing, and in fact forms an
excellent introduction to that genre of historical literature. Much of the book is
devoted to bringing the 17 43-17 44 case into focus by comparing it with other
famines and other relief efforts. Generally, Will concludes that while the 1743-1744
case was extraordinarily successful, it was not atypical of the eighteenth century. In
fact he calls the Yongzheng and early Qianlong period the "golden age of famine
administration." Will documents convincingly the enormous resources, both in
terms of grain and money, available to the state in the high Qing, and the amazing
capacity of the state to redistribute public revenue from one region of China to
another and, to a lesser extent, to regulate population movements and sponsor public
works.
However, Will is also careful to point out that there were exceptionally favorable
circumstances in 17 43-17 44. Most important were the personal interest of the
Qianlong emperor in this crisis, the relative efficiency of bureaucratic communication, and the initiative of outstanding officials, such as Fang Guancheng. Almost as
important was the central location of Zhili as the metropolitan province, for not only
did that make the disaster of immediate concern to the court, but it meant that
material resources were readily at hand, especially in the form of tribute grain, that
were not available in other provinces. Furthermore, Will shows that the success of the
1743-1744 campaign was possible only because it was a time of great material
prosperity. In the nineteenth century, a different situation arose-where none of the
finely tuned bureaucratic techniques of the eighteenth century could function in the
absence of these material resources, and the countervailing tendencies toward corruption, endemic to the bureaucratic system itself, could not be checked. So while the
17 43-17 44 case was not atypical for the eighteenth century, the eighteenth century
was not a "typical" period in this respect, as in others.
The irony of eighteenth century prosperity, as is well known, was that it sowed
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the seeds of its own destruction. The very success of famine administration, Will
implies, contributed to the population explosion of the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries. It is to Will's credit that, while he raises the boldest issues, such as this,
his standard of scholarship never permits him to answer any question except in the
most qualified and judicious way. While this care sometimes means an awkward
organization of materials, the result is that Will makes no statement or generalization
that cannot be put in its proper context and verified. For his meticulous investigation
of such complex topics as the operation of granaries, the amount of grain under
government control, the state's attitude toward agrarian aid, and the nature of
short-term migrations, to cite just a few examples, other scholars are greatly in his
debt. Will's work has defined the parameters of future inquiry and points directly to
next steps in research. Will's perspective, as dictated by his sources, is a top-down
one; subsequent work should explore the impact of state policies on local history.
Will has set the stage for studies of other regions as well; his excellent discussion
of spatial variations demonstrates the interdependence of regions in the Qing, at least
with respect to grain flows and prices. Will has also established a basis for comparisons across time as well as space. A major characteristic of eighteenth century famine
administration was the dominant role of the state, but in the late Ming and in the
nineteenth century famine relief was almost entirely undertaken by local gentry. This
transition from public to private efforts, the mechanisms of private charity, and the
social implications of this transition await exploration. Finally, as Will himself
states, his book is not an investigation of the causes of famine; it is more about
bureaucracy than about famine itself. Here too Will's study provides a model of how
to use institutional history to ask, and even answer, questions of enormous social and
economic importance.
LILLIAN M. Lr
Swarthmore College
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A Cultural History of Tibet. By DAvrn SNELLGROVE and HucH R1cHARDSON.
Boulder, Colo.: Prajfi.a Press, 1980. 307 pp. Illustrations, Notes, Chronological Table, Bibliography, Index. $11. 50.
The good news about this reprint is that the splendid photographs of Tibetan
scenery, buildings, and art-the best part of this book-have been reproduced on
better paper than that used for the 1968 American edition (F. A. Praeger) and are
consequently a pleasure to look at and study. (I have not seen the original 1968
edition, published in London by Weidenfeld and Nicholson.)
The bad news is that the reprint publishers did not permit the authors to do the
rewriting necessary for me to recommend the book without serious reservations
(perhaps the authors were unwilling to make the changes). Either way, it is disappointing
to find the 1968 text reproduced intact in what claims to be a "revised edition" (p.
295). This it is not; it is simply a facsimile of the 1968 edition with a few additions:
an "Aftermath" (pp. 272-83), a half-page of additional "Notes" (p. 287), and three
unnumbered pages of "Bibliography to the Revised Edition."
Reviewers of the original edition who scored it for not being a political, social, or
economic history were being a little unfair, in view of the author's clear determination to write no such book. But, when the same reviewers noted that "(f]oreign
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